
4.5 PSP Cover Sheet (Attach to the front ofeachpropasa])

M~lingAddress: 2233 ~att &ve~e, Suite Z3O~ ~cr~ntot ~A 95825
T~l~phona: (916) 979-2085
F~:    (9~6] 97~2058

Indicate the Topic ~or which you are applying (check only one box).

~ Fish Pas~age~i~h Screens ~ ]~tr~uced
~ Habitat Restoration m Fish M~ag~men~atche~’
~ ~cal Watershed Stew~ship ~ Environmental Eduction
D Water Qualdy

Does lhe proposal address a spc.cified Focused Action? ~ yeg ~no

Whal coumy or counties is the project located i~a? galo and

~ndicate the geographic area of ycur propos~J [ ch~ck only one box):
~ SacramentoRiv~Mainstcm ~ East Side TrJb:
~ Sacramento Trib: ~ Suisun Marsh and Bay
~ San Joaquin River Mainstem ~ Noah Bay/South Bay:
~ SanJoaquin Trib: ~ Landscape(entire~ay-De/tawate~hed)
¯ Delta: D Other:

lndJcalc the pt~a~ species xvbich the ~roposal addresses (check all
~ San Joaquin a~ East-si~e Del~a tributaries fall-~n chinook salmon
~ Winter-run chinook ~almon ~ Spring-~n chinook salmon
E Late-fall ~n chinook salmon ¯ Fall-run chinook
~ Delta smell ~ Lot.grin smelt
~ Splittail ¯ Steelhead trout

~ MigratoD’ b~rds ¯ All chinook specie~
~ Other: ~ All anadromous salmomds

Specify the ERP gl~tcgic objective and ~nr~eI (s) thai ~hc project addresses Include page
numoers t?om Jan~ 1999 version ofERP ~lume ] z~d I1

(~ ~ol. ~ 98- 99)
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Indicate the type of applicant ~’check only one boxl:
[] State agency ~ Federal agency
[] Publie/~q0p-profit ioint venture t3 Non-profil
[] Local government/district [] Private:party
[] University [] Other:

Indicate the type of project (check only one box):
t~ Planning ~ krnplemenhation
[] Monitoring o Educatioa
[] Research

By signing below, the applicant declares the following:

1.) The truthfulness of alI rcpresentalions in their proposal;

2.) The individual signing the foma is entitled to submit the application on behalf of the
applicant (if the applicanl ~s an entity or organlzatlon): and

3.) The person submitting ttac application has read and udderstood the conflict ofinterest and
confidentiality discussion in the PSP (Section 2,4 and waives any and all rights to privacy
and confidentiality of the proposal on behalf of the applicant, to the extent as provided in the
Section

Printed ~ame of applicant

Signature of appl~ca~n    ~
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TITLE PAGE

Prnjogg name;
North Delta National gqldlife Refuge Land Acquisition & Libe~ Island Restoration Program

Amount Requested: $13,495,605
Phase I $2,623,043 Phase H $10.872_562

Primary Contact (Stark) for Acquisition and Primary Contact (Harvey) for Restoration
Howard K, Stark, Chief Thomas E. Harvey, Project Leader
U.S. Fish a~d Wi[d[i£e Service U.S~ Fish and Wildlife Service
Sa~Tamento Realty Field Office Stone Lakes National Wildlife Refuge
2233 Wart Avenue, Suite 375 2233 Watt Avanue, Suite 230
Sacramemo, CA 95825 Sacramento, CA 95825
Phone: (916)979-2085 Phone. (916)979-2085
Fax:    (916) 979-2092 Fax:    (916) 979-2058
email: Howard_Stark@mail.fws.gov email: Thonms_Harvey@malLfw~.gov

Participant&tCallaborators in Implementation:
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Iones & Stokes Associates
2233 Watt Avenue, Suite 375 2600 V. Street Suite 100
Sacramento, CA 95825 Saerameuto. CA 95818
Phone: (916) 979-2085 Phone: 916/737-3000 Fax: 916/737-3073
Fax:    (916) 979-2092 Contact: Joe Donaldson
Contacts: Howard K. Stark, Realty Chief joed@jsanet.com
Howard_Stark@mall.fws.gov
Thomas E. Harvey, Project Leader Department of Water R.esources
Thomas_Harvey@mail.fws.gov 3251 "S" Street

Sacramento, CA 95816
Department ofFish and Game
1416 Ninth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Type o f Organization and Tax Status: Public--Federal Govermuent, tax exempt

Tax Identification Number: Not applicable

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s (Service) Sacramento Realty Office will be the lead contact
for the acquisitions and Stone Lakes National ~Vildlife Kefuge will be the lead contact for the
restoration program. Restoration funds will be used to enhance the original Liberty Island
acquisition (Natmmchia) funded in 1997 by CALFED in concert with two other Liberty Island
properties described in Phase 1 of this funding request.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Project name:
North Delta National Wild?ire Refuge Land Acquis~ion and Liberty Island Res~ration Program

Project description: This proposal requests fimding for the following tasks: 1) acquire fee title
interest in the raroainin8 two privately-owned properties on Liberty Island; 2) conduet restoration
planning for Liberty Island; 3) implement the restoration plan for Liberty Island; 4) implement a
monitoring program for the restoration; 5) operate and manage the restored island for three years;
and 6) acquire fee title interest in two additional properties within the proposed North Delta
National Wildlife Refuge (NWR).

In 1997, CALFED provided funding to acquire the majority of Liharty Island from Naumachia,
Inc. That anquisltion preeessis underway. Iffunded, this proposalwfilfacilltate acquisition of the
remainder of the island and the development and initiation of a program to restore tidal influence
to this vital area in CALFED’S North Delta Corridor. Liberty Island supports significant existing
wildiife values and has outstanding potential for restoration, floodplain management, and
endangered species recovery. The restoration of Liberty Island is identified by CALFF.,D’s Volume
II as Stage l Targeted Research. The prop~ty owners are willing sellers who requested that the
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (Service) appnfise their property. Properties identified in Phase II
provide additional opportunities for restoration of tidally influenced and seasonal wetland habitats.
CALFED is being asked to provide $2,623,043 in Phase I and $10,872,562 in Phase II to complete
the funding process.

Preject Size!Locatlon: Liberty Island is located in Yolo and Selene counties, adjacent to Prospect
Island and Little Holland TracL The entire island encompasses 5,209 acres in the northern
S acramento-San Ioaquin Delta (CALFED’s North Delta Co cfidor). The two Liberty Island
properties (tract 65 and 66) described in this funding proposal encompass 181 and 268 acres
respectively. (See map, Appendix A.) The two additional nearby properties (tract 68 and 64)
encompass 1,808 and 3,426 acres respectively and are also located in Selaan and Yolo counties.
Tract 64 is immediately to the north of Liberty Island. Tract 68 is located within the Egbert Tract,
to the south of Liberty Island and north of the City of RIO Vista.

Primary Biologieah’Ecological Objectives; The primary objective of this proposal is to complete
acquisition of Liberty Island and to restore the island to tidal shallow-water, tidal emergent
wetlands, seasonal wetlands, delta sloughs, and riparian habitats to benefit Delta smelt, winter-tun
Chinook salmon, Sacramento splittail, and many other Priority I-IV species. A related task is to
develop and implement a monitoring program to assess and quantify these restoration efforts.
Restoration of’Liberty Island will contribute towards the purpose and goals of’the proposed North
Delta NWR_. The purpose of the North Delta NWR is to restore and protect a native diversity of
fish, wildlife, plants and their habitats. The refuge goals are to: 1) restore and protect habitats to
promote the recovery of endangered, threatened and special concern species; and 2) restore and
protect a native diversity offish, wildlife, plants and their habitats rqoresentative of the
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Sacramento/San ~’oaquin Ddta ecosystem, with an emphasis on native fish and migratory birds.
The secondary objective of this proposal is to acquire additional lands within the propoged North
Delta NVqP, with the intent to restore these properties to tidal shallow-warer, tidal emergent
wetlands, seasonal wetlands, delta sloughs, and riparian habitats.

This proposal will help meet CALFED’s mission of restoting ecological health and improving
water management for beneficial uses in the Bay-Delta system by addressing CALFED’s Fresh
Eme~ent Wetland Stage 1 Targeted Research/Stage I Action (ERP Vol 2, p. 99).

Cnsts, Adverse, and Tl~ird I’arty Impacts: The Service is requeating $13,495,605 from
CALFED to acquire two properties on Liberty Island, fund development era restoration plan,
restore the island, monitor the restoration effects, gain operation and management funds for :3
years, and acquire two additional properties within the proposed ~qorth Delta Nv, rlL Anticipated
third party impacts to the local tax base by withdrawal or’these lands will be off-get by the Refuge
P, evenue Sharing Act; paymants in lien of taxes will be reimbursed to the communities annually.

Appllcant Qualifieatlans: Sacramento Realty Office: The Service’s staffer eight has over 150
years of’combined experience and ¢urremly manages over 670 square mites of habitat in California.
The ui~ce is in the process of complating other CALFED-funded transactions.

,t;tone Lakes National Wildlife Refuge �?¢W//): The Stone Lakes NWR staff of seven currently
manages abut 1,000 acres of Seradce-owned land within the refuge proj~ area and co-~es
thousands of additional acres with agencies within the project area. The Service has obtained $2.64
million for the restoration, enhancemetlt, and management of refuge lands.

Jones and Stokes dssociates: Jones and Stokes Associates has a long, proven track record of
habitat restoration projects. They are working on portions of the environmental assessment
establishing the North Delta IqWg and wii1 develop a restoration plan for Liberty Island.

Department of Water 2~esources (D WR) andDepartment of Fish wd Game (DFG): Both
agencies will assist with monitoring on Liberty Island. Experts from these agencies will provide
over 150 years ofc0mbined experience with monitndn8 programs to this project.

Monitoring and Data Evaluation: The acquisitions will be tracked tiwougb the Servico’s
Sacramento l~.ealty Oflloo from initiation through purchase. The Stone Lakes NWR. staffwill work
with DWI~. and DFG to develop and implement a monitoring program for.Liberty Island that is
compatible with the Prospect Island monitoring program, a project already funded by CALFED.
The monitoring will assess research questions involving Ash and wildlife use of’habitat, plant
community devehipment, affects of siltation and erosion on habitat, water quality conditions,
phytoplaJ~qon species, benthic conditions, organic carbon, and more.

Local Support/Coordination with Other l’rognams: The fuilowing agencies and organizations
support the Servicds purchase (and restoration o0 Liberty Island: U.S. Bureau ot’1~.eclamatinn,
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U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, California Department of Water Resources. California Department
o£Fish mad Game. Wildlife Conservation Boar(., the Sacramento-Yule Pelt Authority, Soinno
Irrigation District, Metropolit~m Water District, and The Trust for Public Lands. The landowners
also fully support this projeot (see lettars of support Appendix E).

A0quialtion and restoration of Liberty Ialand supports the goals and objectives of the Recovery
Plan for Sacramento/San Joaquin Native Fishes; the Service’s Cemral Valley San Francisco Bay
Eeoregion Plan; Central Valley Habitat Joint Venturu; USFWS Concept Plan for Waterfowl
Wintering Habitat Preservation; Aleutian Canada Goose Reooveu¢ Plan; North A.medcan
Waterfowl Management Plan; Salmon, Steclhead, and Trout Anadromous Fisheries Program Act
of 1988; and the goals of the proposed North Delta NWR.

Compatibility with CALFED objectives: Acquisition of these properties can help improve the
health of the Bay-Delta ecosystem, benefit several Priority I-IV species and Delta habitats, and
yield broad ecosystem benefits. The proposal addresses four of the six CALFED goals and 10 of
the objectives related to these goals including: priority I-IV species, rmtural floodplain/processes,
Bay-Delta hydraulics, aquatic food web, levees, tidal perennial wetlands, freshwater emergent
wetlands, seasonal wetlands, delta sloughs0 and riparian corridors. Speoifically, the proposal
addresses CALFED’s Fresh Emergent Wetland Stage 1 Targeted Research/Stage 1 Action (ERP,
Voi 2., p. 99). AdditionaLly, CALFED has recognized the importance of this area by providing
funds to the Service to purchase the bulk of Liberty Island and to the DWR, to include some
Liberty Island assessments as part of the Prospect Island monitoting prngr~tm. This project
0empties with relevant laws and regulations, including NEPA/CEQA, will not prejudi0e
CALFED’s tong term program, and involves only willing sellers.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

PROPOSED SCOPE OF WORK
Project Description/Approach: This proposal requests fending to: 1) acquire fee title interest in
the remaining two privately-owned pmpecties on Liberty Island; 2) conduct restoration planning
for !_;tberty Island; 3) implement the restoration plan for Liberty Island; 4) implement a monitoring
program for the restoration; 5) operate and manage the restored island for three years; and 6)
acquire fee title interest in two additional nearby properties within the proposed North Delta
NWR. The iment of this proposal is to restore tidal influetme to this strat egieally-locat ed 5,209-
acre island in CALFED’S North Delta Corridor, located in Yolo and Selene coumies. The entire
island encompasses 5,:209 acres in the northern Sacramento-San loaquin Delta (CALFED’s North
Delta Corridor). There are six tasks, listed in priority order, involved with this project:

Task #1 - Liberty lslandAcquisifion: In order to develop a successful ecosystem mar~gement
program, it is necessary to aoquire the two remaining properties on the island. These islands
encompass 181 acres and 268 acres, respemively~ Please recall that the majority of Liberty Island,
owned by Naumachia, Inc., is in the process of being purchased by the Service with a CAL~ED
grant. The two remaining properties are being offered to the Service by willing sellers. The
Service has initiated the appraisal process and hopes to have approved appraisals and make offers
by April 2000, The Service will follow standard procedures for acquisition and comply with the
"Uniform Appraisal Standards for Federal Lands Acquisitions."

Task #2 -- Liberty Island Restoration Planning: Concurrent with the real estme process, the
Service is contracting with Jones and Stokes Associates to produce an environmental assessment
with necessary compliance documents and restoration plan to restore tidal shallow water, tidal
emergent wetlands, seasonal wetlands, delta sloughs, and riparian habitats to Liberty Island. This
contrast will commence in July 1999. The dr~ environmental assessment/restoration plan wlal be
released in January 2000; the final environmental assessment/restoration pbm will be released in
March 2000. Following is a mmmmr-y of tasks which Jones and Stokes Associates is bCmg asked
to complete:

¯ Subtask A: Initiate management of project (Initial meeting, scope/schedule, site tour,
coordination meetings).
¯Subtask B: Conduct publle involvement program (Conduct mectlngs, prepare mailings).
¯ Subtask C: Develop end analyze three restoration alternatives (Identify goals, develop
three restoration alternatives, identify and analyze benefits, sofftoeconomia impacts, cultural
resource impacts, and prepare cost e~timates for three alternatives)
¯ Subtask D: Conduct hydraulics analysis for three restoration alternatives (activate
hydraulics model, update topography, extend model grid and calibrate, select roughness
eoeflleient, select restoration design~mitigatioo measures, simulate restoration
design/mitigation measures).
¯ Subtask E: Prepare restoration plan report (prepare administrative draft restoration plan,
draft restoration plan, and final plan).
¯Subtask F: Prepare Ertvlroranental A-ssessmenfflkestoration Plan (EA) (Prepare
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administrative draft EA, prepare draft EA, prepare and public notice of avallab’dity, prepare
final EA).

Tang #3 - Liberty Island Bestoradon: Following acquisition and arloption of the enviromnental
assessment, the Service will be~in the restoration process in June 2000 and and approximately by
October 2000, The Service envisions a passwe restoration approach that would allow wetland and
dpmian vegetation to establish naturally. Although the restoration plan will not be finalized until
the planning process is completed, restoration may include creating additional breaebes in the
levees, filling agricultural water dellveuc/dra’mage ditches, leveling an e0dsting road biseetin$ the
property, and excavating meandering sloughs to improve habitat quality and native fish access and
to prevent fish strandings. Construction costs will be limited if the island is restored when flooded.

Task#4-LibertylslandMonitoring: A monitoring prograan is being developed that parallals
monitoring efforts for restoration of nearby Prospect Island, This program evaluates approximately
10 hypotheses or questions related to restoration, covering aspects offish and wildlife habitat use,
vegetation, siltation and erosion, water quality conditions, phytoplankton, zooplankton, benthic
conditions, and organic carbon.

The Departmem of Water Resources is provid’tng partial first year funds to monitor fisheries and
flail first year funds to monitor zooplankton trends on Liberty Island using grant monies provided
by CALFED for this purpose. The Prospect Island monitoring project has been reviewed by Dr. Si
Simenstad, University of Washington, Dr. Josh Collins, San Fran(mco Estuary Institute, and
several Internganey Ecological Program Project Work Teams. The Service, Department of Water
P.esources and Department offish and Game will develop a Cooperative Agreement allowing the
So.lee to adopt monitoring techniques developed for Prospect Island and share monitcr’mg
implementation costs.

Task fl 5 - Liberty Island Operations and Management: This proposal seeks three years of
operations and management funds for salaries, equipment/supplies for refuge management,
maintenance, law enforcement, biological monitoring, public use, and educational programs.
Refuge management may inehide environmental compliance; coordLaation and cooperatinn with
other agenaies, adjacem landowners, private organizations, and individuals; staff supervision;
budgeting; and purchasing. Maintenance programs may include controlling invaslve plants:
managing vegetation; posting and malntalrting signs and road access; erecting and maintaining
fences and gates; collecting trash; equipment acquisition; and maintenance. Law enforcement may
include enforcement of trespass, vandalism, hunting, fishing, and boating regulations. Biological
monitoring may includin~ limited bird surveys, fish sampling, and veg~tction mapping.
Recreational programs may include development of visitor improvements for hunting, fishing, and
wildlife observation; and conducting tours and interpretive walks

Task it 6 -- Additional North Delta NlffrR Acquisitions: Additional tidal and seasonal wetland
restoration potential exists on two tracts near Liberty IsLand within the proposed North Delta
NWR These properties are being offered to the Service by willing sellers. The Service would
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initiated *.he appraisal process in Jniy 1999 and hope to roake offers by Februa~, 2000. The
S¢~vice will follow standard procedures t’or acquisition and comply with the "Uniform Appraisal
Standards for Federal Lands Aeqnisitions."

Schedule of tasks and deliverables: This project can be divided into the six aforementioned
tasks, to be 0ompleted in two phases.

PHASE 1: Tasks I-S
Schedule for completing Task 1 - Liberty Island Acquisitions:

Properly Appraisal Appraisal Option Title Survey E~crow ]~esrd Purchase
TASK 1 Complete Approved signed ~arch & closing deed property

Property 1 finn. 2000 Apr. 2000 Apr. 2000 Apr. 200~ Apr. 2000 May 2000 May 2000 IvIay g000
(u:act 65)

Proper~y 2 Jan. 2000 Apr. 2000 Apr. 2000 Apr. 200~ Apr. 2000 May 2000 May 2000 May 2000
(tract 66)

Schedule for completing Task 2 - Liberty Island Planning:
July 2000 Jones and Stokes initiate the phnning process for Liberty Island restoration.
Jan. 2000 Draft environmental assessment/restoration plan released for public review.
Mar. 2000 Final environmentai assessment/restoration plan ~’eleasod.
Apr. 2000 Finding o£No Significant Impact anticipated to be signed.

Schedule for completing Task 3 - Liberty Island Restoration:
June 2000 Restoration of Liberty IsIand: construction phase initiated.
Oct. 2000 Construction phase completed.

~%hedule for completing Task 4 - Liberly Island Monitoring:

Oct. 2001 Monitoring initiated.
Sep. 2002 Monito~lg completed.

Schedule for completing Tasks 5 - Operation and Malntenance of Liberty Island:
June 2000 Upon acquisition, the Service would operate and maintain Liberty Island.
June 2003 Funds for operation and maintenance expired.

PHASE 2: Task 6 (see next page)
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PHASE 2: Task 6
Schedule for rompletinl~ ’ask 6 - additional acquisitions:

(tract

(uact 64)

This project could be phased and funded over a three year period as some tasks are separable The tasks
could be funded separately as fullows.

Task 1: Purchase of two properties. Although the real estate transactions for each are ~eparate. both
properties should be purchased shnultanecusly and immediately to protect these properties and
enable unencumbered restoration of the island as an ecosystem.

Task 2: Liberty Island restoration planning and environmental compliance.

Tasks 3 and 4: As specified in CALFED’s prngrammatie action regarding restoration of Liberty Island,
this is targeted research. The restoration effort must be accompanied by a monitoring program to
assess and quantify the results. Task 4 has eight motaitoring subt~sks, each ia separable and could
be funded individually. Monitoris~ subtasks A-D are first priority, E-G are second priofiW, and H-
I are third priority tasks.

Task 5: Operation and maintenance of Liberty Island,

Task 6: Purchase of two properties. Task 6 is separable; the two properties could be acquired
independemly.

Location and/or Geographic Boundaries of Project:

Liberty Island is located in Yolo and Selene counties, adjacent to Prospect Island and Little
Holland Tract. The entire island encompasses 5,209 acres in the northern Sacramento-San Joaqu~n
Delta (CALFED’s North Delta Corridor). The two Liberty Island properties described in this
funding proposal encompass 181 and 268 aeres, respectively. The two additional properties (tract
68 and 64) encompass 1,808 and 3,426 acres and are located in Selene and Yolo counties,
respectively. Tmet 64 is inunediately to the north of Liberty Island. Tract 68 is located within the
Egbert Tract, to the south of Ulberty Island and north offue City of Rio Vista. (See map,
Appendix A..)

g

I --01 5986
1-015986



ECOLOGICAL/BIOLOGICAL BENEFIT~

ECOLOGICAL/BIOLOGICAL OB.IECTIVE S
Primary ecological/biological objectives: The primary objective of the acquisition and
restoration of Libe~� Island is to rastore the 5,209 acre island to tidal shallow-water, tidal
emergent wetlands, seasonal wetlands, delta sloughs, and riparian habitats. Restoration of Liberty
Ialand will contribute towards the purpose and goals of the proposed North Delta NWR. The
purpose oftha North Delta NWR is to restore and protect a native diversity offish, wildlife, plants
and their habitats. The refuge goals are to: 1) restore and protect habitats to promote the recovery
of endangered, threatenad aud special concern species; and 2) restore and protect a native diversity
of fish, wildlife, plants and their habitats representative of the Sacramento/San Joaquin DeIta
v~osystem~ with aa emphasis on native fish and migratory birds.

Need for/benefits of the project: The Sacremento/Sna Joaquin Delta is a system of diverse
aquatic habit.s that supports over 45 fish species. Alterations oftha natural charmds and intensive
agricultural development have significantly changed the hydrology and reduced the wetland
complexity of the Delta, Current land uses have reduced spawning/hasting, readng, and feeding
habitat for many vulnerable Delta fish sT~ies and migratory birds.

Tha acquisition and restoration of Liberty Island will allow the Service to meet b/ational Wildlife
Refuge System goals and CALFED objectives by allowing natural ecosystem prneesses to restore
and maintain tidal wetland, mudflats and riparian corridors. When combined with the restoration
of Prnspant Island (a partially CALFED funded projact) and Little Holland Tract, these
strategically located islands will provide a 7,g00~acre area of centlguous tidally influoneed habitats
that is expected to benefit the recovery and oonservation of Dalta smelt, splittall, winter-ran
chinook salmon, as well as 20 other CALFED priority speeies/guilds/communltias. The proposal
addresses CALFED’s Fresh Emergent Wetland Stage 1 Targeted Research/Stage I Aotion (ERP,
Vol 2. p. 99).

Alteraatives~ When meeting with prospective sellers, the Service offers several options for
protecting land, including easements, partnering agreements, techiaJ.cal assistance, grant programs,
and fee title acquisition. It is the Service’s goal to protect lands by acquiring the least amount of
interest in the property. The four landowners prefer fee title acquisition of their properties.

The Service actialpates p~sslvely restoring Liberty, Island to tidally-influenced wetland, seasonal
wetiand, and riparian habitats. The passive restoration approach may, however, require breeching
levees, lowering levees, re-creating delta sloughs, or other modification to improve fish habitat or
flood conveyance flows. The Service proposes to develop and analyze three restoration
alternatives, select a preferred restoration approach, and prepare environmental eomphance
documents necessary to restore Liberty Island.

Basis for expected benefits: The Service has 516 units in the National Wildlife Refuge System.
Unlike many other agenales which protect land, the Service also commits personnel and funds
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toward operation and management of these refuge units inperpetutty.

Habitats, species, and stressors:
Habitat Benefits:
Primary ben~qts to tidal perennial aquatic habitat, fresh emergem wetland habitat, se~onai

wetland, and essential fi~ habitat. Breaching of levees and restoration efforts will restore
tidally influsnced aquatic habitat Approximately 60 to 80 percent (3,125 to 4,167 acres)
of Liberty lslsnd will be restored to fidally-infiuenced habitats and 15 to 35 percent (781
tol,823 acres) will be restored to seasonal wetlands.

Secondarv benefits to riparian and riverlne aqustie habitat and delta sloughs. At higher elevations
at the north end of Liharty Island and on remant levees, approximately two to five percent
(104 to 240 acres) of Liberty Island, will be maintained in riparian habitat. Delta sloughs
may be recreated in tidal areas depending on the restoration nitenmtive selected,

Species Benefits:
PfiofiW I: The project will provide primary benefits to delta smelt, Sacramento splittail, and

Sacramento winter-ran chinook salmon by creating rearing habitat for winter-run chinook
salmon and spawning habitat for Delta smelt and Sacramento splktail Increases in tidal
habitat may boost juveaile fish survival by dispersing predation pressure and providing
other food sources. Secondary benefits to spnng-run, fail-run lind late-fall-run Saer~maemo
chinook salmon,

Pfiofiw H: Primary hanefits to California black raiL, Swalnson’s hawk, tidal braeldsh and
freshwater marsh special-status plant species (Mason’s lilaeopsls, delta rule pea), and valley
elderberry longhorn b~fle.

~: Primary benefits to western least bittern, giant garter snake, and western pond turtle.
Secondary benefits to Sacramento perch, least Bell’s vireo, CMifornis yellow warbler, and
little willow flycatcher.

~: Primary benefits to native resident fish species, waterfowl, shorebirds and wading
birds, neotropiesl migratory birds, planktonic organisms, and tidal, brackish and freshwater
marsh habitat plant commtmity group.

Primary Stressors Reduced:
Water Diversions: Primary benefit will be redueed water diversions formerly needed to irrigate

agriotdtural lands on Liberty Island. Riparian water rights presently used to fasm
approximately 4,000 acres of row crops wilt be let~ in the Delta to improve overall water
quality for all beneficial uses. Tidal action will restore native vegetation and will allow for
a more natural hydrology.

Levees. Brid~es. and Bank Protection: Primary benefit of restorstion will be increased shureline
riparian habitat on remnant levees.

St rand.~g: Primary benefit will be the eliminstio n/redu orion of stranding of native fish on Liberty
Island because it will be restored to tidal perennial aquatle habitat and fresh emergent
wetlands. Breaches in the levees will allow for native fish to enter the Delta.

Harvest offish and Wildlife: Secondary benefit will be reduced illegal harvest of anadromoua fish
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and wildli£e by inereasmg law enforcemem in the area

Potential benefits to third parties: Restoration or’several thousand acres oftldal action will
improve and increase the aquatic and terrestrial habitats and ecological functions in the Delta,
Also, breaching and/or reducing levees on the island may reduce the mah~teeance of rcchamafion
district’s levees and reduce the risk of catastrophic levee failures. Local communities will benefit
fi’om the increased opportunities for wfidlife-ofiemed recreation and environmental education
within the North Delta NWR. The entire project can serve as a model and offers numerous public
outreach opportunities If maintalned, all o£ this improvements should be long-lasting.

Potential benefits/other Ecosystem Restoration Programs: Endangered Species Recovery Pla~
Implementation, Anadromou~ Fisheries Restoration Plan, and National Marine Fisheries Service
Proposed Recovery Plan for the Sacramento P, iver W’mter-nm Chinook SalmoL Central Valley
Project Improvement Act, Central Valley Habitat Joint Venture, North American Wetland
Conservation Act, Aleutian Canada Goose Recovery Program, Delta W’fldlife Habitat Protection
and Restoration Plar~ USFWS Concept Plan for Waterfowl Wintering Recovery Habitat
Preservation, U.S. Army Corps of’Englneers Yolo Basin Wetlmlds Creation and Restoration
Project, California Senate Concurrent Resolution 28, State Water Resources Control Board,
Regional Water Quality Comrol Board, Salmon and S~elhead Restoration Act of 1988.

Project will be self-sustaining: The Service expects natural processes to restore and maintain
vegetation on L~e~y Ishmd. In addition, the Service is committed to the conservation of tidal
emergent and seasonal wetland habitats on L~erty Island as part of the proposed North Delta
~ and will manage these lands in perpetuity.

Project implements an ecosystem-based approach/uses adaptive management: Libertylsland
will be managed as part of’the new re£uge and serve as a vital link to a broad landscape corridor
with similar habitats stretching from the Yolo Basin to the Cosunmes Basin. This offers an
important opportunity to create landscape linkages managed by common principles. The Service ts
committed to the restoration and maintenance of native habitats by restoring or recreating
ecological processes whene-cer £easible; a "species" approach to manasernent may overlook the
life histo~ requtrements for other fish, wlldlif~ and plant species. This proposal, if implemented,
will benefit several native species. The Selvice will adopt an adaptive management approach to
evaluate restoration efforts through monitoring, assessing data, and reevaluating methods to
improve habitat for native fish. The Service proposes to eompm’e the Libert~ Island and Prospec~
Island restoration projects, a passive and active restoration approanh respecfively, in terms of
native fish and wildlife abundance and native vegetation response~

Hypotheses: The response of native fish, wildlife, and habitat wi~ be similar for a passive
restoration approach (Liberty Island) and an active restoration approach (Prospect Island).
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Linkages

Linkage to paat!future projects: CALFED FY 97 and 9~ R~storation Coordination Program
funds were provided for acquisition of Liberty Island, restoration of Prospect Island, restoration of
shaded fiverine aquatic (SPA), tidal slough habitat, and perennial grasslands along/adja~nt to
Barker Slough and Calhoun Cut, restoration of SPA habitat along a Cache Slough levee; and
relocation and screening of diversions on Hastings Tract to rednee the entrainment of delta smelt.
Together, these aquatic habitats will provide linkages with the Yolo Basin, Stone Lakes/Cosurnnes
Basin. and other Central Valley wetlands whinh are the focus many other programs, such as the
Central Valley Habitat Joint Venture, Riparian Habitat Joint Venture, Endangered Species
Recovery Plan Implemantation, Anadromous Fisheries Restoration Plan, and National Maline
Fisheries Service Proposed Recovery Plan for the Sacramento River Winter-run Chinook Salmon.
etC.

Current status of project: In 1997, CALVED committed funds for the acquisition era 4,760
acre parcel of L~erty Island with the intent that the Service would restore this property to tidally
infiueneed habitats and manage the island as part of the proposed North Delta NWR. An
environmental assessment is currently being developed that will identify the approved boundary for
the refuge. The Service expects to release a draft environmental assessment (EA) to the public in
April, the final EA in June 1999, and the Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) is e~’pected to
be signed in July 1999. ARer the FONSI is signed, the Servine will purchase the 4,760-acre parcel
on Liberty Island with CALFED funds.

Phase 1 of this 1999 CAl.,FED grant application proposes that the Servica will: 1) complete the
acquisition of the remaining 449 antes of Liberty Island; 2) develop, analyze, and select a
restoration plan, including conducting hydraulic modeling and preparing necessary environmental
compliance documents; 3) restore Liberty Island to tidally influenced habitats; 4) implement a
monitoring program to evaluate the restoration; and 5) operate and manage Liberty Island for three
years. Phase 2 of this 1999 funding proposal requests fimds to make two additional acquisitions
within the proposed North Delta NWR project area.

CALFED goals, strategic objectives, targets, and actions: The proposal heips CALFED
achinvc its overall objectives by satis~ing the following:

Goal1: Threatened and endangered species: Achieve recovery of at-risk native species dependent
on the Delta...(ERP p. 28).

Goal 4: Habitats: Protect or restore functional habitat typos...(ERP p. 30)
Obi. 1: Restore large expanses of all major habitat types in the Delta...(vol. I p. 103).
O~.3: Increase the area of tidal marsh (freshwater, brackish, salt) by removing ot breaching
levees (opening them to tidal action)...(vol. I p. 103).

~: ...increase the area of tidal perennial aquatic habitat as an integral component
of restoring large expanses of all major habitat typos in the Delta... (vol. I p. 114).

~ Restore 1,500 acres of shallow-water habitat in the North Dolt a Ecological
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Managnmect Unit...(vol. H p. 96)
Programmatic Action 1B: Restore 1,000 acres of shallow÷water habitat in the dow~-
stream (south) end of the Yolo Bypass (Little Holland and Libar~y islands ),..(vot_
p. 96)

Goal 4: ~-Iabitats: Protect or restore fi~ctional habitat types_.(ERP p. 30)
O_Q.~A. 1: Restore large ~xpaases of all major habitat types in the Delta..(vol. I p. 103).
Obj. 3: Increase the area of tidal marsb (freshwater, brackish, salt) by removing or breaching
levees (opening them to tidal action)...(vdl. I p.

Sub-Obi. 4: ...increase the area of fresh emergent wetland habitat as an integral component
of restoring large expanses of all major habitat types in the Delta... (eel. I p. 139).

T~: Increase cxistlng tidal fi-eshwater marsh habitat in the Dalta by restoring 30,000
to 45,000 acres of lands designated for floodplain restoration. (eel. IIp. 99)

Proarammatio Action 1A: Develop tidal freshwater marshes in the North Delta
Ecological Mmagemont Unit. (eel IIp. 99)

Sta=e 1 Targcted Research: Develop a plan to design and evaluate tidal marsh
restoration of Prospect IsLand, Liberty Island, and Little Holland Tract ...by
conducting a study of the relationship between salinity gradients, salinity variability,
and physical habitat and their relationship to species utilization in the tidal North
Ddta. (eel IIp. 99).

Satires other CALFED ecological/biological objectives:

Goal Obi. Vol. Pa_o.g.qSub-Obj. Vol. PaRe Target Vol. Page
2 6 1 89 1 2 91
2 1 1 93 2, 4 2 93
2 2 I 100 I 2 95
3 6 I 439 I 2 II0
4 1 1 103 1 1 122 1 5’ 97
4 1,5 1 103 3 1 1~4 1 2 101
4 1 1 103 2 1 151 6 2 103

Proposal relates to legal Service mandates: Liberty Island will be mauaged as part of the
proposed North Delta NWR as an unit of the National Wildlife Refuge System. The purpose of the
North Delta blVCR is to restore and protect a native diversity offish, wildlife, plants and their
habitats. The mission of’the National Wildlife Refuge System is to administer a national network
of lands and waters for the conservation, management, and where appropriate, restoration of the
fish, wildlife, and plant resources and thff~r habitats within the United States for the benefit of
present and fi~ture generations of Americans.

System-Wide Ecosystem Benefits

Ecosystem benefits/other programs within the area: Liberty Island is in fide heart of the
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CALFED’s North Delta Corridor. Land protection and restoration efforts at Liberty Island will
complement and enhance region wide efforts to preserve and restore ecosystems and landscape
corridors. This proposal also complements similar efforts on Prospect Island, Little Holland Tract~
and the Yolo Basin Wildlife Area.

Compatibility with Non-Ecosystem Objectives: The Liherty Island Project may, benefit other
CALFED water~hed objectives, iecluding water quality and levee system integrity. The wetland
habitat on the island may filter out sediments or pollutants in the watw.

Compatibility with Non-Ecosystem Objectives

Benefits for/Conflicts with other CALFED objectives: TheLiberty Island project does not
appear to conflict with any other CALFED objectives.
A. Water quality will be monitored to assess any water quality impacts or improvements.
B. Water supply reliability will not be a~ected.
C. Service will conduct ongoing operations and maintenance of the project. The bathymetry
monitoring element will assess erosion and sedimentation of project features

Potential benefits to third parties: Elimination or reduction in height of the northern Liberty
Island levee could reduce maintenance costs of the project levee maintained by R.eclamation
District 2068 because of reduced turbulence associated with tim levee during high flood flows
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Technical Feasibility and Timing

Other alternatives not selected:
Acquisition: As previously mentioned, the Secvice offers potential sellers a suite of alternatives for
protecting or restoring land. Those alternatives were offered to each of the landowners, who have
expressed wishes to sell in fee title to the Service.

2~estora~ion: The evaluation of alternatives is one of the objectives of this proposal. Jones and
Stokes Associates will develop and analyze the feaslblli~, benefits and costs assuciatcd with a
minimum of three alternatives to resturo Liberty Island to Dolts tidally influenced habitats.

CEQA, NEPA, and other environmental compliance documents reqnired: The Service and
Jones and Stokes, Inc. are currently developing an EA on the Proposed North Delta National
Wildlife Refuge which evaluates the environmental impacts o£establishlng the refuge, identifies
refuge boundary alternatives, and idend~es a preferred boundary alternative for the proposed
refi~ge. The EA end FONSI are anticipated lo be fmalized and signed by July 1999. Subsequent
habitat restoration and enhancement may require preparation of the followia$ documents!permits:
HEPA and CEQA documentation; Clash Wator Act/Section 404 permit; Endanger~l Species
Act/Scetinn 7 consultation; Streambed Alteration permit s; ~ational Historic Preservation Act
(Section 10(5) compliance; and Regional Water Quality Control Board Certification.

Project constraints: Possible constrahts posed by the Yo[o Bypass and existing flood
conveyance easements held by the CalLfon~ia State Reclamation Board will need to be addressed.
These easements generally prohibit landowners from installing structures, building levees, allowin__g
the growth of tall vesetat[on, or implementing any other land use that could impair the flood
conveyance capacity of the Bypass. Tall vegetation in this ease would include plants more than
approximately I foot in height. The Reclanlafion Board typically requires landowness who wish to
restore natural vegetation to complete a hydraulic modeling analysis of potential impacts on flood
conveyance. To address this, Jones and Stokes Associates will reactivate and expand the two-
dimensional finite-element flow models developed and calibrated in 1996 by the U. S. Axmy Corps
of Engineers (Corps) for Liberty Island and adjacent areas. The Corps’ model will bo used to
simulate new restoration alternatives for L~erty Island.

Resolving other outstanding implementation issues; One of the objectives of the EA is to
address all known implementation issues and to establish a framework for handling those which
occur after its adoption.
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Monitoring and Data Collection Methodology

Topic: The following will be investigated: Stage 1 Targeted
a pl~ to dos~ md ev~ua~ fi~ ~ r~toration of Lib~ Isled. Study relafion~p b~een
salinity ~adients, sfli~ vadabifi~, ~ p~c~ h~itat ~d ~¢k r~afions~p to sp~ies
ut~tion in lho fidfl Noah Delta.

Biol~i¢~e~loglcal obiectives:
The follo~ng table suppo~s the pfi~ biolo~ecologi~ obje~ves li~d on page
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which zooplankton sp~i~s, round on a mondrly basis vAth Cla~k-Bumpus analy~ ~nd reports

len~hie! Evaluate b~nthic B~nthic ~ample~ ~ be collected on a Data ~fllected, data 2
mactof~una and substrate monthly basis. Four benthic samples will beana]yzed, and ~port~
composition in the vmious collected at each ~ite wifl~ a Birg~Ekman prepaid will adhere to
habitats. Assess benthic dredge. Samples will tben be wasimd and th~ 1EP QAJQC

fl~in~ Qu~tetIy elevation surveys will ix:

Monitoring and coo~dinotion with other monitoring efforts: Monitoring will be initiated
simultaneously with the Prospect Island monitoring project which is anticipated to begin October
2001 and be completed in September 2002.

Task Subtasks Sampling Schedule
A. Fish Monitoring 1. Quantlfy/quality g~neral fish ~pecie~ Quaxtedy (~anua~ 2002~ April 2002,

........... native to non-native species, quarter on spria8 and neap tides.
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Task Subtasks Stunpllng Schedule
C. Water Quality L Characterize water quality Continuous sampling from Fall 2001-

Monitoring conditions at the breaches on a real- Fall 2002.
time basi~
2. Charac~rize water quality Foux portable stations will monitor ¢m a
conditions ia ¢¢en water, mudflats andcontinuous basis y~ar-rotmd.
eminent mar~ and riparian habitats.

D. Vegetation 1. C"am~tetize plant communities in Tak~ color a~rial photos and delineate
Monitoring different habitats and how they chang~community types at beginning amt end

m,er time. Docum~t the ratio of of monitoring (Fall 2001, Fall 2002)
native to ~,~xic slx~-ies.
2. Establ/sh whether plant Fall 2002
communities are sus ’raining and
functional.

E. Phytoplankton/ Evaluate ph~topla~on produaioa, Monthly sampling.
Sediments/Nutrlents s~ies competition and growth rates,

Monitorin~ nutrients and sediment comentrations~

F. Zooplankton Evaluate zooplankton spee.ies Monthly sampling.
Monitoring c~mposldon, mysid shrimp, and

G. Benthlc Monitoring Evaluate bet~l~ie ma~rofauna and Monthly sampling.
substrat¢ o3mla3sition.

H. Bathymet ry Monitor changes in different habitsts Baseline survey Fall 2001 and annual
Monitoring and features within Prespoct Island surcey Fall 2~02.

due to siltation and erosion.
I. OrganioCarbon 1. Determineffth~islandisasource Dallyforatwo-weekperiadeachmonth

Monitorln[~ o~ organic carbon t~ the Del~ between April.Septemher 200:2.

2. Quantify cadxm and potential THM MontMy. THI~P and FIAAFP
production, analyses will be conducted twic¢ over

5. Project Inspection of work in progress, O~golng
Management validation of costs, preparation and

review of repom and responses to
projeot specific questions.

Report frequency, content and format.. Quarterly reports for each monitoring element will be
published in the ]EP newsletter and an annual report will be submitted to CALFED along with the
Prospect Island monitoring project upon enmpletion of the monitoring project.

Data sources/hew they will be used: Data will be used to evaluate the tidal marsh restoration of
Liberty Island and to contrast a passive restoration approach with an active restoration approach
(Prospect Island). Relationships among salinity gradients, salinity variability, and physical b.abitat
and their relationship to species use of the tidal North Delta will be examined.

Monitoring/pour review: Data ~ollected, data analyzed, and reports prepared will adhar¢ tc the
IEP QA/QC requirements.
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Local Involvement

(~ounties and Delta ]~rotectlon (~ommission notified: Letters have been sent to Skip Thomson,
Solano County Board of Supervisors, Dave Rosenberg, Yolo County Board of Supervisors, and
the Delta Protection Commission, as outli~d in tbe proposal guidelines (See Appendix B: Letters
of Notification). It should be noted that the Service has an ongoing relationship with these entitlas
and communicates with and briefs them on timely issues

Support: The Service is also currently working with the following agencies and organizations,
which support the goals of the North Delta NVCP~ to coordinate activities on and near the
proposed refuge: CALFED, California Department of Water Resources, U.S. Bureau of
R.e~[amafion, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Cslifomia Waterfuwi Aseo~latio~ Ducks Urdimited~
National Audubon Society/California Office, The Nature Conservancy, The Trust for Public Land,
The Resources Agency, California Department offish and Game, Central Valley Habitat Joint
Venture, Riparian Habitat Joint Venture, Yolo Basin Foundation, Solano Coumy Farmlands
Opett Space Foundation~ Stone Lakes NWR Assodation. Stone Lakes Alliance, numerous hunters,
anglers, and 12 local private landowners (willing sellers). These acquisitions and subsequent
restorations will contribute to the goals of many Federal, State, and loc~d programs and plans and
support or enhtmce community public outreach/envlronmental education programs. (Appendix E)

Opposition: The Farm Bureau and some reclamation districts, local landowners, and alected
officials have raised issues or concerns during the seeping phase fur the proposed North Delta
NWR. The issues include economic ea%ets of converting agricultural land to habitat; relationship
of the refi~ge to CALFED (concern that refuge restoration sere.age will not count towards
CALFED objectives); hydrological effects of tidal restoration; effects on eoumy tax revenues;
access for recreational boating, fishing, and waterfowl hunting; potential screening of diversions;
Rio Vista flood protection; waterfowl depredation on crops; and project �ffents on land values.

Outreach plan: Refuge partners and other interested parties are routinely briefed on timely issues.
The Service has established outreach and public involvement guideLines for developing new refuges
that are being followed. Briefings occur in one-on-one meetings, group meetings, or by mailing.
At least two public meetings have been held regarding the establishment of the re’age; plans fur
Liberty Island were discussed at these meetings. Public notice of these meetings was printed in
local newspapers; the meetings were also covered in subsequent news stories. The Service
maintains a mailing list of 360 individuals, agencies, news media, and other organizatiotm which
receive routine updates and other mailings(See sample, see Appendix C). Jones and Stokes
Associates will conduct two additional public meetings and three meetings with local involvement
groups. The public will have opportunities to comment on the EA to restore Liberty Island.

Third party impacts: The Service works only with willing sellers. Adjacent landowners and
others will continue to have publicized opportunities to make comments, both for the EA
establishing the refuge and the EA for Liberty Island. Anticipated third party impscts to the local
tgx base by withdrawal of private lands would be off-set through the 1Lefuge l~.evanue Sharing Act
and appropriate payment in lieu of taxes would be reimbursed to the communities annually.
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Cost

Budget:

Task 1: Acquisition two tracts on Liberty Island

Task 2: Restoration Planning and Environmental Compliance

coordination, development

Task 3: Restoration of Liberty Island

~lou~
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co~s, pret~raticaffreview o~

Task 4: Monitoring Program

4) ~ ~/~ ~ ~. $16,5~ $4,875 ~,545 $27,920

~on~ (GIS ~ysis)
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Monitor clumges in different 1232 per $42,g0~ $26,600 $7,800 $34,800 $112,000

Task 5: O0eration and Maintenanc¢ of Liberty Island O years)
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Task 6: Acquisition two additional grac~ within the proposed North Delta N’WR

A. Tract #68:1,808 acres 343 $12,000 $30,000 $3,616,000                 $3,653,000

B, Tra~t #64:3,426 ag~e,s 343 $12,000 $40,000 $6,852,000 $6,904,000

Total Task 6 686 $24,000 $70,000 10,~,68,000 $10,562 $300,000° $10,87L$62

Total Project $13,495,60S

Budget Summary:

Phas~ Direct Direct Service Mot~tial/ M~C. Over~ To~ Co~t
Labor Salary/ Contracts Acq. Co~ts tother ~

* Total overhead will not exceed $300~000 for the project.
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Coat Sharing

Cost sharing:
The Department of Water Resources proposes to contribute up to $400,000 for the fee title acquisition and
restoration of Property 4 (tract 68) under the AB360 Program.

Department of Water Resources and Department offish and Game will be working cooperatively with the
Service in the monitoring of Prospect Island and Liberty Island. Costs for implementing both monitoring
programs will be reduced because of the combined effort. Funds for monitoring the zooplankton will be
provided by the Department of Water Resources through the Prospect Island CALF~D 8rant.

Applicant Qua|lflcatlons

Sacramente Realty Office: The Service currently manages over 670 square miles of habitat within the
National Wildlife Refuge system in California. The Service has an ongoing land acquisition program that
covers 16 refuges and wildlife management areas within the Central Valley and San Francisco Bay Area.
The Sacramento Realty Office’s staff of eight has over 150 years of combined experience in the areas of
reality, appraisal, and environmental protection. The Sacramento Realty O~ce. led by ChlefHoward K.
Stark, will coordinnte acquisition o£these properties.

Biosketch: Mr. Howard lL Stark
¯ Multi-disciplinary qualifications as Supervisory Realty Specialist, Appraiser. Facilities Master Plans
Officer, Environmental Planner.
¯ Over 10 years of broad-based management experience in real estate, land use planning, and
environmental compliance fields with four federal aganctns.
¯ Treck record of success m managing complex projects involving high expenditures of public funds on
controversial programs.
¯ Adept in applying negotiation skills and problem solving techniques to resolve conflicts and to achieve
optimum program success.
¯ Initiated the $12 billion Santa Am~a River 1~lood Control Project and managed the $6 million annual
military recruiting station leasing program in Southern California as the Land Acquisition manager for the
Army Corps, of Engineers.
¯ Currently manages a Federal land acquisltlon program ranging t~om $7-$40 million annually with a
$672,000 annual operating budget. The office has responsibility for the Service’a realty program in the
Central Valley and San Francisco Bay Area. In fiscal years 96/97 the office acquired 21.38 square miles of
habitat in fee and conservation easements within California.

Stone Lakes National Wildlife Refuge Staff: Once these properties are ecqnired, the Stone Lakes NWR
staffwill coordinate restoration work with Jones and Stokes Associates, which has a long-established track
record in accomplishin8 restoration projects. The staff, led by Project Leader Thomas E. Harvey~ is
currently managing nearly 1,000 acres of Service-owned land witk~n the refi~ge project area and 2,600 acres
of land owned by other agencies.
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To date, the Service has ~pe~dod a total of $4.3 million of Federal, State, and private funds to acquire
lands from four willing sdler~ and has obtained over $2.64 million for the restoration, anhanc~ment, and
management of 1,300 acres on the refuge.

The Survive is uniquely qualified to idcotifiy, acquire and manage these lands ia perpetuity. Cartain portions
of the work may be contracte~ depending upon priorities and existing work loads. There are no known
conflicts of interest with parties involved in this project.

Biasketch: Mr. Thomas E~ Harvey
¯ Has 16 ye~s of experience with the U.S. Fish and W’fldlife Service
¯ Served in the capacities of refuge manager and/or biologist at three National Wildlife B.cfuges: Don
Edwards San Francisco Bay NWR, Hawaiian and Pacific Islands ~ and Stone Lakes NWR.
¯ Has played a key role at Stone Lakes blWK in the acquisition and restoration of a number of vital refuge
properties and has helped direct the development ofirmovafive partn~’rships with local, State, and Federal
agencies, and private organizations.
¯ Served for three years with the Service’s Sacramento Ecological Services Field Office, where he gained
first-hand knowledge of numerous issu¢~ affecting the biological resources of the Central Valley and the
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta
¯ I-Ias working expertise with the procexlures and challenges involved in planning new refuge units,
protecting significant acreages of land through acquisition, and performing management and habilat
improvements on newly-acquired properties.

Trust for Public Lend (TPL): This national, non-profit conservation organization has assisted
landowners, public agencies, land trusts, and others with the acquisition of thousands of acres of land to
protect habitat and open space for more than 25 years. TPL will assist in this project by: 1) purchasing
willing seller option agreements or 2) purchasing and holding propexties until sufficient funding is available
for its acquisition by the Service. It will also help by pursuing other sources of thnding to leverage a grant
received fi’om CALFED. Through these services, TPL will provide in-kind contributions, including costs
related to the land acquisition trans~tlons and stafffime, The Service is being assisted by Mr. Mik~
Reeves, Field l~prcsent~iv¢, who has completed several land conservation transactions as part of TPL’s
Rivers Program.

Mike Reeves has four years cf land conservation experience at TPL. As a Field Representative for the
Western Rivers Program, Mr. Reeves has coordinator multi-county land exchanges with the U.S. Bureau
of Land Management, resulti~ in the conservation of several nfiles of rivefine habitat along the Upper
Sacramento River and tributaries. Ma-. Reeves has scv~al years prior experience in regional planning with
the San Diego Association of Governments, the Association of Bay Area Governments, end the Sierra
Economic Development District, including riparian habitat conservation and regionsl river parkway
planning. Mr. Reeves has a I~,.A. in Urban Studies & Planning fi’om UC San Diego and is an M.C.E
candidate in Ci|y and Regional Planning from UC Berkeley.

Jones and Stokes Associates:
Joe Donaldsoa, a licens~l landscape architect (California No. 2540), will be the project coordinator for
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preparation of the plan and environmental assessment for restoration of the Liberty Island Unit of the North
Delta NatinnaIWildlife Re.fuge. left. Donsldsen will report tothe project manager for theU.S. Fish&
Wildlife Servic~ (S¢~,-vico) and will oversee preparation of the plan and environmental assessment. He is a
natural resource planner with extensive experience preparing multi-disciplinary projects for habitat
restoration and environmental cempilance Mr. Donaldson has prepared a variety of projects invohring
plmming and management of important wildlife habitat areas and refuges and has extensive t~xperience
overseeing, managing, and working on projects for local, state, and federal agencies, including the Service.
He is currently the program manager for Jones & Stokes Associxtes" indefinite quantifies contract (IQC)
with the Service for comprehensive conservation planning for national wildlife refuges and he is the
principal-in-charge for the IQC for landscape architectural sen’vices for the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.
Sacramento District. lie is the prinalpal-ln-nharge for developing the hydrologic analysis and
socioeconomic sections of the environmental assessment for establishing the North Delta National Wildlife
Refuge, which includes Liberty Island. Also, he was the project coordinator for the Suitability Analysis for
Enhancing W’fldiife Habitat in the Yolo Basin which involved assessing the potential for restoring diverse
wildlife and vegetation habitats and preserving and managing agriculture for wildlife in the 170-squer~-mile
Yolo Basin for the Central Valley Habitat Joint Venture The projent area lies immediately north of Liberty
Island. Before jnining Jones & Stokes Associates, he worked for the Refuges Division of the Service as an
environmental planner assisting preparation of an environmental impact statement (EIS) for endangered
species management and protection for the Seal Beach NWP, and Naval Weapons Station.

l’~r. Donaldson received an M.A. in landscepe architecture and enviromnentat plannin~ from Utah State
University, Logan, in 1983; and a B.A. in architecture from the University of California, Berkeley, in 1975.

Additional Jones and Stokes staff: G-us Yams, Iohn Ranlett, Warren Shaul. Steve Chainey, Alice McKee,
Nicholas Dennis, and Barry Scott. (See Appendix D for thdr binsketches.)

Department of Water Resources and Department of Fish and Game:
Numerous professionals fi-om the Department of Water Resources and the Department offish and Game
wili assist with monitoring on Liberty Island, including: Mike Chotkowski~ Laurie Brider~ Lanreen
Thompson, Katie Wadsworth, Jean Witzman~ Kent ]Nelson, Peggy Lehman, James~ Orsi, Cindy Messer,
Howard Man~, and Coilette Zcmitis. (See Appendix D for their binsketnhes )

Compliance with Standard Terms and Conditions

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, as federal agency acting as a representative of the public, agrees to
adhere to all standard terms and conditions identified and applicable to the type of project (real estate
transaetion) being proposed.
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Appendices

Appendix A: Map of proposed acquisitions and restoration
Appendi~ B: Letters of Notification:

Delta Protection Commission
D~tve Rosenbcrs, Yolo County Supervisor
Skip Thomson, Solano County Supervisor

Appendix C: Sample Planning Update
Appendix D: Additional Bio sketches
Appendix E: Letters of Support

Ccmral Valley Habitat Joim Venture
County of Sacramento/Dept. of Regional Parks, Recreation & Open Space
National Audubon Sceiety/California
The Trust for Public Land
Sacramento Open Space
Sacramanto Open Space Conservancy
Sierra Club
Stone Lakes Refuge Alliance
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Appendix B: Letters o~’~ofificatioa:
Delta Protection Commission
Skip Thomson, So]ano County $~perv~sor
Dave Ros~nberg, Yolo County Supervisor

I --01 6007
1-016007



United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Stone Lakes National Wildlife Refuge
2233 Watt Ave~me, Suite 230

Saeraraemo, CA 95825
9161979-2085

April 8, 1999

D~lta Prote~Lion Commission
14215 Rive" P-~ad
PO Box 530
Walnut Grove, CA 95690

To Whom It May Concern:

In an effort to advance our land protection program at Stone Lakes National Wildli~’e Refuge
(NVCR) and the proposed North Delta National Wildlife Refuge, we are apptytn8 for two srants
flora CALFED. To ¢x~mply with CALFED notification requirements, we are providing: you with
wfittan notification of our plan~.

For Stone Lakes NWR, the g~ant application to CALFED aaks for funds to 1) compile full
~unding toward acquisition of three properties within the approved refuge project area (balance of
fends provided by Packard Foundation); 2) provide full fundin8 to Trust for Public I.~md to
acquire a fourth property within the refoge project area on our behall~ and 3) acquire Sacramento
River water ~ishts owned by Delta Su~er Coq~oratinn near (21arksbur~, which is in Yolo County.

For the proposed North Delta ~ we are asking for approxiro~tely $2.25 million to 1) acquire
property on Lt~erty lslaod from willing sellers; 2) fund the restoration planning process; and 3)
begin restoration on Libet~ty Idand.

It is our policy to work only with willis8 sellers ~d to offer them a variety of options to censider,
ranginl~ fi’om partnering and teeheieal assistance to easements asd fee title purchase. Offers are
based on fair market value of the property. Three of the parties wish to sell in fee title to the
Serviue; th~ fourth prefers an agtieultural easement. Options have been signed on two of the
properties and a third is being negotiated now.

If you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to edl.

Sincerely,

Thomas E. I-I~ey
Proj~t Le~der
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United States Department of the Interior~ 1                FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE.

Stone Lakes National Wildlife Refuge
2233 Watt Avenue, Suite 230

Sa~mmante, CA 95825
915/979-2085

April 15, 1999
Margit Arambum
Delta Protection Commia~ton
14215 River Road
PO Box 530
Walnut Grove, CA 95690

Dear Ms. Ammburu:

Ranantiy, we notified you that the U.S. Fish and W’~dlife S~rviee is applying for two CALFED
grants. One grant is focused on Liberty Island aad a second covers Stone Lakes ]National WildIife
Refuge. As we make final preparations to submit these grant requests, we have made a few
adjustntents on ¢h� Liberty Island proposat and wish to sha~e the re;lowing information wRh you.

Librrty Island: Our gram application now requests fund to: I) acquire the two remaining
properties on Libe~y Island; 2) prepare and implcnmnt a restoration plan for Liberty Island; 3)
monitor the restoration effort in eonc~-t with monitoring d~veloped for !~rosp~ct Island; 4)
operate and manage the restored is[and for thr~ years; and 5) acquire two additional properties
near Liberty Island and within the proposed North Delta National Wildlife Refuge project area.
We anticipate the full amount to fund these items will be approximately $12.8 million

ffyou have any questions, please don’t hesitate to call.

Siacerdy,

Thomas E. Harvey
Project Leader

I --01 6009
1-016009



United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Stone Lakes National Wildlife Refuge
2233 Watt Avenue~ Suite 230

Sacramento, CA 95825
916/979-2085

April 9, 1999

Skip Thomson
Soleno County Supervisor
580 Texas Street
Fairfield, CA 94533

Dear Mr. Thomson:

In an effort to advance our land protection program at Stone Lakes Netional Wildlif~ Refuge
(NWR) and the proposed North Delta National Wildlife Refuse, we are applying for two grants
from CALFED. To comply with CALFED rtotificaxion requirements, we are prnvldhag you with
written notification of our plans.

For Stone Lakes NWR, we are asking for ftmds to acquire Sacramento River water rights owned
by Delta Sugar Co~oration near Clafksburs, which is in Y’olo County.

For the proposed North Ddta NWR, we are asking for funds to 1) acquire property on Liberty
Island fi’om willin8 sellers; 2) fund the restoration planning process; aad 3) begin restoration on
Liberty Island.

It is our poll�T to work only with willhag sellers and to offer them a vatiet~ of options to eor~ider,
ranging from partnering and technical assistance to easements and fee title purchase. If fee title
sale is pr~’erred, nwner$ will be offered fair market value for their properties.

If you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to call.

Sincerely,

Thom~ E. I-Ia~ey
Proje~ Lesder
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Stone Lak~ Nationsl Wildlife Refuge
2233 Watt Avenu¢. Suite 230

Sacramento. CA 95825
9161979-2085

April 8, 1999

Dave Ro~nberg
¥olo Cout~y So4~ervisor
625 Cottrt S’a’eet, Room 204
Woodland, CA 95695

Dear Idr. Itosanbar~:

In an effort to ad’canee our hind protcefion prosraar at Storu~ Lakes National Wildlife Refuge
0qWK) and the propo~d North Ddta Nationnl W~Idlife l~fuge, we are applying for two grants
ll’om CPzLFE-D. To eay~np]~ -ohlh CALFED notification r~quiremanm, we are providin~ you with
written noti~tt[on of our pl~a~.

For Stone Lakes NWR, we are askin~ for funds to aoquiro Saorarnemo P6ver water dShts owned
by Delta Sugar Corporation near Chrksburg, which is in Yolo Count3~.

For the proposed North Delta NWR, we are asking for funds to 1) acquire property on LYtberty
Island l~m willing sellers; 2) fund the restoration plannins process; and 3) be~in restoration on
Liberty Island.

It is mtr pol’tcy to work only with willins sellers and to offer them a vva’ioty of options to consider,
ranging from p,,u~.nering mad technical assistance to easemants and fee fide purchase. If fce t~t|e
sale is preferred, owners will be offered fair market value for their properties.

If you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to call.

Sincerely,

Thomas E, Harvey
Project Leadw
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDI.IFE SERVICE

Stot~e Lake~
2233 Watt Avenue, Suite 230

Sacramento, CA 95825
916/979-2085

&pril 15, 1999

Dave Rosanberg
Yolo County Supervisor
625 Court Street, Room :204
Woodland, CA 95695

Dear Mr. R.osenb~rg:

Recently, we notLfied you that the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service is applying for ~ CALFED grant
to: 1 ) acquire the two remaining properties on L~et’ty I~land; and 2) prepare and impleanent a
restoration plan. As we make final adjustments on our grant proposal, we have incorporated a
few additional funding requests and wanted to share these with you.

In addition to the aforementioned items, the Serdee and its collaborators on the project are as~ng
for funds to: 1) cover a monitoring program to track restoration mccoss and compare it vdth
similar efforts on Prospeot Island; 2) pay to otx~rate and manage the island for three years; and 3)
ar..quir e two additional properties located near Liberty Island and within the proposed boundaries
for the North Delta

If you have an5’ questions, please don’t hesitate to call.

Sincerdy,

Thomas E. Harvey
Project Leader
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APPENDIX C

Planning Update
PLANNING UPDATE #3 OCTOBER 1998

GREETINGS ! WHERE ARE WE ?
This is the third in a series of updates from the As a result of the open houses and written
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service regarding the comments received during the comment periods,
planvang status for the proposed Noah Delta the follovAng issues and concerns have been
National Wildlife Refu~e (NWR) in the northern identified: impacts to agriculture, te’~ee
Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta Update 3 is maintenance, and floodwater conveyanee~
being sent to landowners in the planning area, protection and restoration of wetlands; increased
government ~gencies, public organizations, and fisheries habitat in the Delta; compatible public
other interested individuals use; and lendowner propert?,, fights Several

adjoining landownezs also expressed an interestThis update summarizes the issues, concerns, in being included "~ithin the study area for the
and questions that were recorded during the proposed refuge During our July 28th openMarch 4th and July 28th public open houses and house, we presented a new map showing an
written comments received during the extended expanded study area We are presently
comment periods Based upon the comments evaluating this study area and determining thereceived, the Service is presently evaluating the

~vildlife values.scope of the proposed project area

WHERE WE’VE BEEN
Through the public comment process, you have

We would like to lhank those who took the time helped us identify four preliminary alternatives
These four alternatives, th addition to theto attend the March 4th and July 28th public required "No Action" alternative, represent the

open houses. We have a better understanding of public desires and concerns for the establishmentyour concerns and desires and we hope you oPthis refuge as well as providing a reasonable
have a be~ter tmderstanding of our proposal and approach for the Service in assessing this
the planning process The questions, comments, proposed refuge Our preliminary alternativesand issues identified varied from full support for are briefly described below. We would
the proposed refuge to concern for the effect the appreciate your feedback for consideration inrefuge would have on landowners and
agricultural operations in this part of the Delta.

preparing our environmental assessment

There were also several comments concerning PIP,,ELIMINARY ALTEKNATIVES
the proposed ;efuge and its connection with the
CALFED program. For more detailed Alternative I - Establish 47,fl00 - acre North
information, see the CALFED Issues section of

Delta NWR Boundnr~this Update We also provided a summary of Alternative I is approximately 47,000 acres insome of the more cornmon questions and size and is the largest of the refuge boundary
answms regarding conservation planning and proposals Alternative I would protect a largew~ldlife habitat protection through the land

contiguous block of habitat stretching from theacquisition process at the July 28th open house southern boundary of the Polo Basin Wildlife
Area~ to the southern end of the Polo Bypass
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where it meets the confluences of Cache Slough, Service, and other Federal and State agencies, is
Sacramento ~iver and Steamboat Slough (see also actively acquiring easements within this
figure 1). Alternative 1 would pro’~ide the area. Habitat protection in both fee and
Service with the greatest opportunity for habitat easement acquisitions within this cooperative
protection in both fee title and conservation area will also assist in meeting the long-term
easement. It would fuaher combine the goals of objectives of the Cemral Valley Habitat Joint
other resource management programs within this Venture Program
area into one effort. Approximately 39.000
acres of this area is agriculturally developed. Alternative 4 - Establish 14,000 - acre North
The area also includes approximately 4,500 acres Delta NWR Boundary
of seasonally flooded and tidally influenced Alternative 4 is approximately 14,000 acres in
wetlands, 500 acres of shaded riverine aquatic size. This alternative would primarily focus the
habitat, and 500 acres of riparian habitat. There Service’s habitat protection eiTorts at the
is an additional 1,500 acres ofl~vees, dikes and southern end of the Yolo Bypass These lands
roads throughout this area. provide the easiest opportunity for conversion to

tidally influeaced wetlands (see figure 4).
Alternative 2 - Establish 7,g00 - acre North Approximataly 11,000 acres of this area is
Delta NWR Boundar3, presently in agricultural development The
Alternative 2 is approximately 7,800 acres in remaining acreage supports privately owned
size. This alternative includes the initial three seasonal duck clubs, tidally influenced wetlands,
parcels of Prospect, Little Holland and Liberty as well as existing levees and roads
Island, that the Service originally proposed for
the refuge (see figure 2). It will also allow fur KEY AREAS OF MANAGEMENT FOCUS
the completion of presently proposed restoration The primary management focus for the proposed
and acquisition needs by the Service and other refuge is wildlife and habitat protection and
Federal and State agencies in this pan of the management. The Service is committed to
Delta Approximately 5.000 acres of Liberty providing high-qu£ity, safe. and accessible
Island is presently in agricultural development. ,Mldlife-dependent interpretive, recreational, and
The remaining acreage is tidally influenced educational opportunities at the refuge within
wetlands with associated riparian habitat. There the capabilities of available staff and budget
is approximately 300 acres in levees and roads
within this proposed refuge boundary Your input will be considered to help develop

the refuge management plan. The documents
Alternative 3 - Establish 33,000 - acre North listed in the next section, is a starting point for
Delta/WCR Boundary discussing management of
Alternative 3 is approximately 33,000 acres in the proposed Noah Delta
size. The proposed area incorporates existing NWK
easements witldn the present Noah Central
Valley Wildlife Management Area (see figure 3) WI]AT’S NEXT?
Approximately 26,000 acres of this area is The next step in the
agriculturally developed There is approximately plamning process is the
3,500 acres of seasonally flooded, tidally preparation of an
influenced wetlands The Service, in environmeraal assessment
cooperation with California Department offish A iand protection plan is
and Game, the Natural Kesourcea Conservation also being prepared.
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A dra~. environmental assessment is scheduled subject to change. We will inform you of any
for release in December of 1998 The Service changes in these dates or meetings as soon as
will make copies available to those who request possible
one A 30-daycommentperl.odw~ll followthe
release of the draft assessment During the
comment period, a public meeting will be held to PROPOSED PLANNING SCHEDULE
provide you with an opportunity to comment on
the plan. If you cannel attend the public Planning Step Cornp~e~on Date
meeting, written comments will be accepted 1’~ Public Open House 3/4/98

during the 30-day comment period.
2~ Public Open House 7/28/98

FWS PLANN]LNG DOCUMENTS
Draft Environmental Assess-An envffonrnetttal asse.c, sment is required meat (EA) and Land Protection Planwhenevar the Service 9reposes to establish a released 12/98

national wildlife refuge The assessment will
analyze alternative proposals for the protection Public Meeting 1/99
of wildlife and habitat in the proposed refuge and
the potential effects of those alternatives Comment period ends on EA!LPP 1/09

A conceptual managementplan will present an Final EA and LPP released 2/99
over~’iew of proposed management approaches
to wildlife and habitats, public uses and wildlife- Public Nonce of Dea~sice 2/99
dependent recreational activities, and pt~blic
outreach for the lands and waters within the
proposed refuge CALFED ISSUE

During the public meetings as well as thrangh
A lcmdpro~ection plan will also be prepared and written comments, a concern was raised about
will be attached to the environmental our proposal to establish this refuge and any
assessment The land protection plan will connection with the CALFED program. The
identi~ habitat protection priorities for each area Service’s authorit~ for proposing the
of the proposed refuge establishment era national wildlife refuge is

provided under several laws and acts such as the
PUBLIC MEETING Fish and Wildlife Act, Endangered Species Act,
Prior to the completion of the environmental Migratory Bird Conservation Act, and the
assessment, another public meeting will be held Refuge Recreation Act Although the CALFED
The Service will prepare another planning program and the Setwice’s refuge program share
update. We will announce the meeting date and many of the same goals and objectives, we have
place as soon as the drae~ environmental determined that there is no connection between
assessment is available for review the CALFED program and our authority to

establish refuges The Service, in proposing to
PLANNI~NG SCItEDULE establish a refuge, is mandated to comply with
The planning schedule shown below identifies the requirements nfthe National Environmental
those actions which have already occurred as Policy Act (N’EPA). The legislation authorizing
well as future activities Those dates shown for the CALFED program also provided the
future actions are anticipated dates and are Secretary of the Interior, under prescribed
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circumstances, with the discretion to implement agricultural lands provide nesting, resting, ancl
actions funded through CALFED prior to feeding areas for ducks, geese, swans, cranes,
completion of the CALFED EIR!EIS, provided other waterbirds, and neotropical songbirds
the Federal agencies comply with the The proposed refuge would also provide
requirements of NEPA In our efforts to comply important habitat for seven special status species
with these requirements, we must assess the that occur in the Delta.
effects that our proposed project may have oo
other programs or actions era simil~x nature in WHO TO CONTACT
the same area. A portion of this proposed If you have questions or would like information,
project will be funded through the CALFED please feel free to call or write us:
program. The completion of our enviroamental
assessment will pro~Ade the necessary Information on Proposed North Delta NWR
documentation required by NEPA Planning Proeeas

John Castellano, Wildlife Biologist
DIVERSE HABITATS SUPPORT A Sacramento Realty Field Office
VARIETY OF WIEDLIF’E US. Fish and Wildlife Service
The purpose of the proposed refuge is to restore 2233 Watt A~’anue, Suite 375
a varicty of Delta habitats, inelading tidally- Sacramento. CA 95825-0509
influenced wetlands, to benefit many fish and (916) 979-2085
wildlife species. Because ofthe4r strategic
location in the Yolo Bypass, restoration of those Information on Proposed North Delta N~NR
lands will substantially improve the conveyance Management
offloodwatars through the North Delta. Tom Harvey, Refuge Manager
Before the regulmion of flows and the Beatrix Treiterer, Asst R.efuge Manager
ehaanelization of rivers, the Delta was Stone Lakes National Wildlife Refuge
characterized by sluggish river charmels, oxbow 2233 Watt Avenue, Suite 230
and floodplain lakes, swamps, and sloughs. The Sacramento, CA 95825-0509
region’s dense tules, willows, and cottonwoods (916) 979-2085
supported more than 250 species of birds and
mamn~als Information on Proposed North Delta N~VR

Imnd Acquisition
Traditionally, these lands were converted from Korea Bierhiy, Realty Specialist
marshlands to farmlands, which h~ lel~ most of Sacramento Realty Field Office
the loamy peat soils below sea level. In recent U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
years, the levees surrounding the islands have 2233 Watt Avenue, Suite 375
either been breached or overtopped by water. Sacramento. CA 95825-0509

(916) 979-2085
Today, a diverse array of habitats lie wittma the
proposed study area: open water, tidal emergent
marsh, riparian forest, seasonal wetlands.
uplands, and agricultural lands The Delta
supports over 45 species offish and its tidally-
influenced wetlands provide rearing and tasting **Pleose call to be pl~ced on our mo~ling 1~.~ or
habitat for winter-run Chinook salmon~ Delta to report a change m your ma~hng address’.
smelt, and Sacramento splittail. The uplands and
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PRCPOSED KORTI- DELTA NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE
AREA    OF    INTEREST
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Appendix D: Additional Biosketches

Additlonat Jones and Stokes Staff: Biosketches:
Gus Yates is a hydrologist specializes in groundwater and surface-water flow modeli~4~ and habitat
hydrology. Using mathem~xical modeling and graphical, st~ttistical, and optimization methods, he evaluates
hydrologic constraints and opportunities for aquatic, wetland, riparian, and upland habitats. Mr, Yates
integrates information regarding climate, stseamflow, hydrogenlogy, water quality, and water requirements
of aquatic and riparian habitats to evaluate impacts of development projects on affected habitats and to
design habitat restor~ion projects. His recent work includes integration of technical information related to
hydrology, geomorphology, vegetation ecology, and fish biology into a conceptual and mnthemafical
ecosystem functions model for Central Valley rivers. He also reviewed fmite-element flood hydraulics
models for two previnns Yolo Bypass restoration �fforts and used simulation results to estimate potential
flood impacts of the Service proposed North Delta National Wildlife geff~ge. Other local projects indlude
development of the Willow Slough Watershed Integrated gesources Management Plan in Yolo County,
and serving as the expert hydrologist in successful litigation to inci’ense instream flows in lower Putah
Creek.

Mr. Yules was certified as a professional hydrogeologist by the Americ.an Institute of Hydrology in 1992.
Before joining Jones & Stokes Associates, he worked, for 8 years as a groundwater hydrologist with the
U.S. Geologic Survey. Mr. Yatas received an M.S. in water science ~om the University of California,
Davis, in 1985; and a B.A. in geology from Harvard University, Cambridge, Massachusetts, in 1979.

John Ranlett is a resource ecologist with Jones & Stokes Associates and is responsible for designing
hebkat restoration and mitigation plans that have included work in riparian and oak woodland, permanent
and seasonal emergent marsh, grassland, and vernal pool habitats. These plans integrate tke needs of’
watea’fowi and other non-game wildlife, including shorebirds and songbirds, into the habitat design. Mr.
Kardett is familiar with delta wetland habitats, having conducted many years of shorebird censuses in the
Delta and Yolo Bypass area while assisting Point Keyes Bird Observatory with its 5-year inland shorebird
census project conducted in the early 1990s, and having assisted with wedand habitat restoration plans for
several public- and private-sector restoration projects in the Delta. Mr. ganiett is also the volunteer
manager of the 430-acre Bobelaine Audubon Sanctuary, where he coordinates actions to restore the mixed
riparian woodland that was destroyed by f~re in 1992. He also manages avian research, including
coordinating a sanctuary-wlde breeding-bird census program and operating a bled-bending station that is
part era nationwide program that monitors neotropioal migrant songbird populations through constant
effort mist-netting and bi~d banding. Based on his knowledgn of wetland, riparian, and floodplain habitats
and the wildlife occurring there, he will ensure integration of restoration design elements that maximize
benefits for fish and wildlife. Mz. Ranlett received a B.S. in biology from California State University,
Sacramento, in 19g5.

Warren Shaul is a senior environraental scientist and project manager with Jones & Stokes Associates.
Mr. Shaul h~s ¢xteesive experience evaluating fisheries issues for Central Valley species to provide clear
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dire~tinn in meetin8 habitat restoration project objectives. He first recognized the importance of floodplain
habitat to juvenile oh/nook salmon and spliRail during his field samplin8 in the Sntter Bypass in 1992 and
1993. Since ther~ he has documented psssagn problems and habitat use in the Sacramento and Yale
Bypasses and the floodplains of the Sacramento, Feather, and American Rivers. He has developed methods
to a~ess impncks from proposed water-management changes on anadromona fishes in the Sacramento snd
San 1oaquin River has’ms His methods interface with hydrologic, water qualhy, and project oparaftons and
planning models. He is thoroughly familiar with the life histou¢ and environmental requiremants of fishes
throughout the Sacramento-San Joaquin River system. Mr. Shaul received anM.S, in fisheries from
Oregon State University, Cervallis, in 1984; and a B.S. in biology from Humboldt State University, Arcata,
California in 1972

Steve Chainey is a plant ecologist and revegetation expert with experience in riparian and freshwater
wetland restoration. Mr. Chainey has coordinated or managed natural resource management plans fox- the
13,000 acres ofopan space surrounding Concord Naval Weapons Station, the 2,500-acre buffer lands of
the Sanramento Wastewater Treatment PLant, the University of California’s Putah Creek Riparian Keserve,
and the Yale Basin wetlands complex. His wetland and riparian restoration projects have included
Sacramento River revegetation for the Corps, irrigation canal and slough revegetatlon for the Yale County
Flood Control and Water Conservation District, wildlife and wetland habkat enimncomonts in converted
flood detention basins for private developers and for the City of Davis, and several habitat mitigntion
projects for pfivete developments in the Sanramanto Valley.

Mr. Chainey has managed several large-scale wetland research projoets, including experimental vernal pool
crnation for Caltrans and creation of over 250 acres of experimantal watergrans wetlands under severe
flooding and drawdown conditions for the Delta Wetlands project. Large-scale habitat restoration projects
designed and managed by Mr. Chainey include 75 acres of mixed wetland/upland habitats on Elmwood
Tract fox" the Grupe Development Corporation, a 600-acre riparian and wetland enhancement plan for a
natural preserve on Laguna Creek for the Sacramento Ragionld County Sanitation District, and a 200-acre
wetland and restoration project at Upper Beach Lake. His major planning and impant assessment project s
included the EIS for the proposed Stone Lakes NWK in Saeramento County and the Yale Basin Wildlife
Area and Wetlands Complex Concept Plar~ which involved a ll0,000-acre study area slated for several
thousand acres of public and private wetland and upland habitat creation. Both studies involve impact
assessment and opportunities and constraints analysis of complex resource issues and land management
alternatives. Mr. Chalnay has additional expertise in the coordination of flood control plans and hydraulic
modeling with vegetation management and landform design for habitat in floodways. He has also
facliiaated numerous design charrettes and conflict resolution efforts between public agencies, private
landowners, and community and conservation interest groups.

Mr. Chainey received an M.S. in range and wildlands science and a B.S. in landscape architecture from the
University of California, Davis, in 1987 and 1984, respectively.

Alice McKee is a licensed Landscape architect (California No. 4268) and enviroranental restoration
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specialist with expedance in a variety of emltidiseipllnary resource management projects and studies.
including conceptual design and planning, design development, and production of construction documents
and written reports. Her project experience includes environmental planning; habitat restoration plaunin~
and design; design for ecologically sensitive areas; lend use, open space, and natural resources management
plea preparation; perk, open space, and recreation trail deign; interpretive e’~ibit design; and public
involvement facilitation. Her expertise includes integrating public access, recreation, and environmental
education with habitat restoration and pre~ervetion.

Ms. McKee is currently assisting with public involvement facilitation for the Lower Butte Creek project, a
stakeholder-driven, grassroots effort that focuses on developing mutually beneficial solutions for improving
fish passage while malntalnin~ the viability of agricultural, seasonal wetlands, and other habitats end lend
uan concerns; coordinating the Cosanmes and Mokdurene Rivers flood daraagn reduction and habitat
restoration projects; end assisting the Yolo Basin Foundation with developing a Ecosystem Restoration
Strategy in the Yoin Bypass under a grant from CALFED Additional experience includes writing a
multidiseiptinary management plan for riparian, tidal lagoon, and upland habitat restoration at the Carmel
River Lagoon site, in Carmel, California, including providing recommemiations for land use, public access.
and public environmental education in conjunction with habitat restoration and sensitive habitat
preservation; preparing an analysis of site conditions and enneeptual al~rnatives, including design of
access trails, irrigation systems, and wildlife enhancement structures, for a multidisciplinm3, report on
restoration of riparian and oak woodland habitats at the Frient-Kem Canal Re~toration Site alon~ the
King’s Kivor in Fresno County, California; and assisting with state and federal environmental complience
for the Wildhorse project in Davis, California.

Ms. MeKee received a B.LA. in landscape architecture from the Ualvarslty of Oregon, Eugene, in 1994;
and a B.A. in English and political science (French minor) from the Uhiversity of Oregon Honors College,
Eugene, in 1990.

Nicholas Dennis, ~Ph,D., is a project manager with Jones & Stokes Associates who has more than 20 years
of experience in natural resources planning. Dr. Dennis is a registered professional forester end a resource
eennomiat. He managed watershed analyses ~or a program environmental impact report (EIR.) for Sequel
Denzonstration State Forest in Santa Cruz County, for Georgia-Panific Corporation’s habitat conservation
plan (]RI2P) for the Fort Bragg Timberlands, end for a program timberland EI~ for Hearst Forests in Shasta
and $iskiyou Counties. t/e served as the watershed task leader for a progxam EIR for the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Proteetion’s statewide vegetation management program.

As a resource economist, Dr. Dennis has extensive experience in developing strategies for economic
development based on sustainable use ofnaturai resources, tie prepared economic impact assessments for
the proposed North Delta National Wildlife Refuge (~vhich includes Liberty Island); for wildlife refuges in
Sacramento County, California and Stevens Couety, Washington; for a statewide habitat conservation plan
for the northam spotted owl; for wild and scenic river designations for several streams in California; and for
water fights allocations in the Moan Basin. He is preparing en assessment of the economic and social
effects of recreation use in the Lake Tahoe Basin as part of a watershed assessment for that basin, one of
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the Presidential Forum Deliverables. Dr. Dennis prepared a forest management plan for open space land in
Sacramento, recommending management prescriptions for uses to include commercial forest, arboretum,
recreational trails, habitat enhancement, and agriculture. He is the author of an award-winning assessment
of the impacts of farmland conversion in California

Dr, Dennis receiv~’l a Ph.D, in forest economics from the University of California, Berkeley, in 1981; and
an M.S. and a B.S. in forestly from the University of Wisconsin, Madison, in 1974 end 1972, respectively.

Kelly Berger has over 12 years of experience managing geographic information system (OIS) and is an
expert at applying G-IS technology to natural resources managemem and environmental analysis programs.
Mr. Berger’ s GIS project e~perience includes spotted owl habitat analysts, beaver habitat amlysis,
watershed management and modellng programs, and urban impact amdysis. He has produced GIS needs
assessments for the Indian lqatural Resources Agencies (through the U.S. Agency for International
Development), South TahoePublic UtifityDistrict, and the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency. Mr. Berger
received a B.A. in geography (environmental planning emphasis) from the University Now Mexico,
Albuquerque, in 1986.

Barry Scott is an archaeologist with more than 13 years of experience in prehistoric and historic
archaeology. Mr. Scott has extensive experience condu~i~ cohural resource research, inventories, and
impact evaluations. Mr. Scott meets the Secretary of the Interior’s guidelines for profes~onal
qualifieefions to conduct archaeological studies, is certified by the Society of Professional Archaeologists in
field research and museniogy, and has received training in the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA),
including the Section 106 process. His professional expexience includes directing large and small cultural
resource surveys; subsurface archaeological testing; artifact analysis; report preparation; and coordination
with local, state, and federal agencies.

Since joi~ing Jonea & Stokes Associates, Mr. Scott has conducted several cultural resources investigations
for compliance with California Environmental Quality Act regulations and Sention 106 of the NHPA_
Projects Mr. Scott has directed include a cultural resources investigation for a 600-mile-long fiber optic
cable project extending from Sonoma County to southwestern Oregon; a 1,200-acre survey in Sequoia
National Forest; archaeological test excavations in Monterey County; and several cultural resources
investigations for water pipelines, road intersection improvements, bridge replacements, and wastewster
treatment plant expansion projects throughout California.

Mr. Scott received an M.A. and a B.A. in anthropology (archaeology emphasis), from California State
University, Sacramento, in 1988 and 1983, respectively.

Department at’Water Resources and Department offish and Game: Biosketehes:
Fisheries Monitoring: Field work to be conducted by one DFG biologist and two scientific aides.
Data analysis and report writing to be prepared by:
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Mike Chotkowski: Ph,D. Biology, M.A. Biology (Mathematical Ecology)
Biologist (M/F, ILan~e B) with CDFG
9 years experie~me in marine and freshwater fish studies, with 1 year of work in the Delta;
¢xperienco includes research prog~’am design, statistics, field techniques, data analysis and
interpretation, and reportlarticie preparation.

Wildlife Monitoring: Field work to be conducted by one DFG biologist and one scientific aide.
Data analysis and
report writing to be prepared by:

Laurie Bridan: B.A. Environmental Biology
Associate Wildlife Biologist with DI~G
12 years of experience conducting threatened and endangered avian, mammalian, and hexp field
surveys

Laureen Thompson: B.S. W’fldlifa and Fisheries Biology
Range B Wildlife Biologist with DFG
7 years of technical and practical experience with the identification, management and collection
of ecological data associated with avian, and mammal species. ~xperinnce includes
implementing wildlife surveys, inventories, and scientific research projects and 3 years
conducting threatened and endangered avian, mammalian, and harp field surveys.

~: Field work to be conducted by one DWR Control Systems Engineer, one biologist,
and one scientific aide. Data analysis and report writing to be prepared by Katie Wadsworth.

Katie Wadsworth: M.S. Environmental Science and B.S. Environmental Biology
Enviroranental Specialist IH
5 years of experience in the Delta, including the design, collection, analysis, and interpretation of

~: Field work to be conducted by one DWR biologist and one scientitlc aide. Data
analysis and report wrifmg to be prepared by:

lean Witzman: M.S. Botany and B.A. Biology Education
Environmenta~ Specialist IlI with DWR
10 years experience as a professional botanist; experience in vegetation mapping, sensitive plant
surveys, collection of ecological data; monitoring species and plant community response to project
operations’, wetland delineation; and permitting and report writing for environmental compliance.

Kant Nelson: B.S. Wildlife and Fishodes Biology
Recreation and Wildlife Resources Advisor wltli DWR
Eight years of exparienco on the Delta Flood Protection l~rograra (SB 34), a $12 million per year
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program to provide improved flood protection through levee maintenance and improvement,
including comprehensive biological monitoring progrma~s ~ determine heneflls for fish and wildlife

Phvtoolankton: Field work to be conducted by one DWR biologist and one scientific aide. Data
an~lysis and report writing to be prepared by:

Peggy Lehman: Ph.D. Ecology (aquatic ecology), M.S. Ecology,
BS. Renewable Natural Resources
Environmental Specialist 1V with DWR
15 years experience conducting research and data analysis on the influence of water quality
variables on phytoplankton biomass and species composition in the Sacro~mento-San ,loaquin Delta.
Published reports and peer-reviewed journal articles on long-term trends in phytoplimkton ecology
and water quality.

Zo__qp.~lankton: Field work to be conducted by one DWR biologist and one scientifio aide. Data
analysis and report writing to be prepared by:

James L Orsi: M.S. Marine Fisheries, B.S. Biology
Senior Specialist, DFG

26 years experience as the project leader for Neomysis and zooplankton studies in the
Sacramemo-San Joaquin Estuary. Author of 14 published articles on mysid shrimp and
zooplankton and 3 articles on fish.

Benthic Community Monltorlmz:

Cindy Messer: B.S. Environmental Policy Analysis and Planning
Environmental Specialist, DWR
Lead biologist for the DWR D-1485 water quality and benthic monitoring project.

Bath~ct~: Field work to be conducted by two DWR engineers and one scientific aide. Data
analysis and report writing to be prepared by:

Howard Mann: B.S. Civil Engineering
Se~ior Engineer, DWK
23 years experience including surveying, operation and maintenance of gaging stations,
managing various scour monitoring programs, performing chaired bottom soundings and
other special studies irt the Delta.

Or~anlc Carbon: Field work to be conducted by one DWR biologist and one scientific aide. Data
analysis and report writing to be prepared by Peggy Lehman and Coliotta Zemitis:
Peggy Lehman: Ph.D. Ecology. Environmental Specialist IV.
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15 years experience in water quality in the Saerarnento-gan Joaquin Delta including studies in food-
web ecology, (see also Phytoplankton).
Collotte Zemltis: M.S. Agricultural and Environmental Chemistry and B,S. Biology.
Environmental Specialist IH with DWR
4 years experience in Municipal Water Quali.ty Investigations unit studying organic carbon and
disinfection by-product precursors in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta.

I --016027
1-016027



Appendix E: L~ters of Suppo~
Central Valley Habitat Ioint Venture
County of Sacramento/Dept. of Regional Parks~ Recreation & Open Space
National Audubon Society/California
The Trust for Public Land
Sacramento Open Space
Sacramento Open Space Conservancy
Sierra Club
Sto~ Lakes P-,vfiuge Alliance
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CENTRAL VALLEY HABITAT JOINT VENTURE

April 13,1999

Sincerely,

Daniel Taylor
Chairman

I --016029
1-016029



County of Sacramento
Department of Regional Parks, Recreation

and Open Space
April 8, 1999

CALFED Bay-Delta Program Office DEPUTY DIRECTOP~S

Mie~ele M~Cormiek 1416 Ninth Street, Suite 115 5 Re~o~ parks
ra~ N, ~bi~,~o Sacramento, CA 95814 oK m~o~ -~mc~

This letter is written to express strong support from Regional Parks Departmant and
the County of Sacramemo as a whole, to the grant request that Stone Lakes National
Wildlife Refuge staff is submitting to CALFED to fund full acquisition of Liberty
Island and its restoration

Liberty Island lies in the cure of the proposed refuge and within CALFED’s North
Delta Corridor. The proposed acquisition effort is greatly strengthened by the fact
that the property owners are willing sellers and that the United States Fish and
Wildlife Servlee is offering fair market value.

The proposed restoration is envisioned to: a) restore aquatic habitat to benefit Delta
smdt, salmon, and other sensitive species, b) create tidal, seasonally flooded wedands
to benefit scores ufwater-assoeiated resident ~md migratury species, including species
at risk, such as the northern pintail and giant garter snake, c) link Delta habitats to
other wildli~b corridors, such as the Yolo Bypass Wildlife Area and the Stone
Lakes/Cosunmes River Basin, and d) support the habitat, wildlife, and ecosystem
goals of many other agencies and organizations, including the mission of refuges
operated by the National Wildlife Refuge System.

The cost to fully acquire and ros*ore Liberty Island would be money well spent
towards Fish and Wildlife Sel-cice’ proven track record of strong and effective
partnerships that nurture habitat and wildlife and benefit our ecosystem

We urge your highest consideration offish and Wildlife Service’ grant proposal.

Ron Sater
Director

ec; Tom I Iarvey, USFWS jc (usfwsgrt ltr)

3711 Branch Center Road, Sacramento, CA 95827
(916) 875-6961     FAX (916) 875-6050
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National A _udubon Society
~ California 5~5 Audubon plaice

~acramento. ~A 95825 "
(9161 4,81-5332
(9161 481-6228 fax

April 16, [999

CALFED Bay-DeltaProgram Office
1416 Ninth Street. Room 1155

On behalf of Audubon’S 67.000 members and 53 affiliated local chapte~
California. I respectfully request that you support CALFED funding of $2.25
million dollars for acquisition and restoration of tidal and riparian habitats on
Liberty Island within the proposed Noi’th Delta National Wildli~¢ Refuge 0gWR).

wildlife areas (e.g. Yo!o Bypags Wildlii~ Are, Stone Lakes/Consumae~ Ri,~cr
Basin~. thereby securing a regional wildlife corridor which will ensure greater
biodivcrsity for the North DeltMSouthem Sacran~ento River ValIey. Audubon-
Calilbmia supports such efforts aimed at linb:ing critical bird habitats, and has long
supported the nfis~ion of the National WiIdlif~ Refuge System and our many public

Acquisition of the available properties also mpre~enta a prime opportunity for
restoration of critical wildlife habitat within CALFED’s North Delta Corridor.
Audubon-California is particularIy excited about the potential tbr tidal wetland and

would Jn tam benefit manv at risk migratorv and resident bird species such as the

We cncot rage you ~o support USFWS request for CalFed funding for the Nortt~
Delta Unit. Please do not hesitate to contact Audubon-Californi~ if we can be of

Sincerely,

Daniel Taylor
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TRUST
F O R
PUBLIC
LAND

Aplil 14, 1999

CALFED Bay-Delta Progrmn Office
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

To Whom It May Concern:

The Trust for Public Land (TPL) wishes to express its strong support for the fimding request by
the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service (FWS) to the CALFED Bay-Delta Program, for acquisition and
restoration of Liberty Islmld and the related properties, part of the proposed North Delta National
Wildlife Refhge. TPL is working with FWS to obtain this important property.

The remainder of Liberty Island and the related properties to the north are critical to the FWS’s
Nortb Delta NXVR and to CALFED’s ellbrts to restore the Delta, the source of nearly 20 million
Californian’s drinking water. These properties could be restored to freshwater tidal wetland and
floodplain, from their current use for seasonal agriculture.

Acquisition and restoration of Liberty Island and the related properties are critical componems to
flood control and species recovery plans for the region. Protection of this property would also
increase the Shaded Riverine Aquatic habitat (Stl_&) m~d tmtoa’al water filtration, and help provide
linkages to neighboring wildlife conldors, such as the Yolo Basin Wildlife Area and the Stone
Lakes!Cosumnes Basin.

Restoration of Liberty Island and the related properties to tidally-influenced aquatic and wefiand
habitats would greatly improve regional habitat for such endangered fish species as sMmon,
Delta smelt, and Sacramento splittail, as well as many migratory bird species. As a secondary
benefit of restoration, the resulting higher surl~tce area to water volume rmio of these channels
would intprove overall water quality by enhancing oxygen levels and allowing sediments and
emergent plants to absorb excess nutrients.
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CALFED Bay-DeRa pl~ogram
Page 2
April 14, 1999

TPL would a~si~t FWS ~ this propsal by securir~g the property for eventual conveym*ae to FWS.
TPL would also work towm-ds seeming any addirio~al public and prix, ate fimding sources needed
to complete the l~abitat protection goals of the Refuge, as well as to leverage the CALFED Bay-
Delta grant.

We hope that you join us in support of this importal*t conservatiort effol"t, and that you give this
proposal your utmost consideration. Thank you very much.

Sincerely yours,

Nelson Mathews
Western Rivers Program Director
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April 12, 199~

CALFED ~y-D~lmP~gmm Office
1416 9~ S~t, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

.~: Sup~rt of St~e ~es Nafion~ Wildfire Refuge ~r~u~l: f~
a~ui~tion ~d r~to~fion ~nding for ~y Isled

~rmento ~n Spa~ (S~) is a 1~ nonp~fit volunt~ org~tiofi
which promo~ ~e p~afion ~d wise u~ of o~n spa~ ~u~s in

¯ e S~ne ~es NafionM Wildfife Refuge’s .r~uest for f~ds.to pumh~
pr0~ies from willing ~Ilers on Li~ Igm~d, d~elop plus for resmfiug
¯ e islm~d~ ~d r~tom it ~ fidM md fip~ habitats,

L~ay ls~d is in ~e ~re of ~e pm~ Nor~ ~1~ National Wildlife
Refuge, ~d its res~fion will benefit Del~ smelt, ~mon ~d ether
~nsifive ~ies, Its fi~ ~d ~sonaUy fl~ wetl~ds will Mso ~nefit
m~y resident ~d migratory sp~ies that ~e at risk, such as gi~t g~z
sn~e ~d the no~em #n~l. In addition, it will li~ Delta habim~ to
other w~ldlife ~idors ~d sup~ the habi~t, wildlife ~d ~osystem goals
of SOS, uther con~mafi~ org~i~tions ~d the National Wildlife Refuge
System.

~c Stone ~es Wffdfife Refuge ~s ~ out.cling r~ord of sue~ss in
developing effective pa~emhips ~d t~gible results. It has s~ong sup~rt
from I~M agencies, el~t~ officiMs, volunt~r groups, seh~ls ~d the
general public. We encou~ge you to "stick wi~ a wi~er" ~d grit the
Refuge’s propose.

Sin~rely,

President
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SACRAMENTO VALLEY OPEN SPACE CONSERVANCY

BOARD OF TRUSTEES April 13, 1999

Dick Troy
Prea’ideat CALFED-Bay-Delta Program Office

vice Presidem 1416 Ninth Street, Suite ] 155
John Je~,is Sacrmnento, CA 95814

Marcia Fri~z RE: Support for Stone Lakes Refuge L~md Acquisition and Restoration-Libert3’ island

The Sacramento Valley Open Space Conservancy supports the request I%r land acquisition and

Chris Un~el and has the potential to houze many more migratory birds and other specie.’,, including the
northern pintailand ghmt garter snake, with additional land conzervation and habitat restoration.
This project will limk the Refuge 1o other wildlife corridors, such as the Yolo Bypass and the

ADVISORY COUNCIL Cosumnes River Preserve. In addition, the restoration component will provide habitat for Delta

.~oh~ Andes, on The Sacramento Valley Open Space Cor~serv-aney (SVOSC) is a private, nonprofit, lax exempl

R~he~ Burn~ss agricultural, and recreational ~pen sp~ce lands in the Sacmmenta Valley.
Yeff Chandler

Claire Dcdric~ for quality of life and that we must care for ~he land today so future, generalions may enjey its

David Long Sincerely,

P.O. BOX 163351 ¯ Sa¢rantento, CaliJ~ruia 95816 ¯ Phone 916/492-0908 o F~t 91d/448-4120
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CLUB

April 12, 1999

CalFED Bay-Delta Program Office
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento, CA 95814

To Whom It May Concern:

I am sending this letter on behalf of ~e Mother Lode Chapter of the Sierra Glub to
indicate our support for efforts of the U.S. Fish and W’ddlife Service to acquire
property and implement restoration plans on Liber9" Island.

I understand "chat there are willing sellers and the USFWS is offering fair market value.
There is no doubt that restoration of Liberty Island ~ enhance the habka~ values in
the emerging wildlife corridor in Sacran~ento, Yolo, San Joaquin, and Solano counties.

Sierra Club members throughout 1Northern California are anxious to see wild lands
pro~ected, restored, and purchased whenever possible. We would be very pleased to
see CalFED support the purchase of Liberty Island.

Please let me !mow i~ I can do anything to help with the project. I can be reacl~ed
during the day at (916) 657-3465 or at vlee2@it~n.net.

Sincerely,

Vicki Lee
Chapter Chair
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STONE LAKES REFIUGE ALLIANCE

April 8, 1999

Ms. Cindy Darling
Restoration Coordinator
CALFED Bay-Delta Program
1416 9t" Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento; Ca 95814

Dear Ms. Darling,

Re; Funding for Proposed North Delta NWR Land Acquisition

For many years, the Stone Lakes Refuge Alliance has worked for public agency
acquisition of wetlands in the Stone Lakes area. Our concern also extends to
wildlife areas which will compliment Stone Lakes, areas including the Cosumnes
River propedies of The Nature Conservancy and the proposed Nodh Delta NWR.

The alliance supports the public acquisition and restoration of Liberly Island as a
critical step in the development of a North Delta NWR. This property is at the
core of the proposed refuge and is within the CALFED North Delta Corridor. This
new refuge will help create an invaluable wildlife complex, when combined with
Stone Lakes NWR, the Yolo Bypass Wildlife Area and the Nature Conservancy’s
lands in the lower Cosumnes River basin.

These lands will allow the restoration and/or development of seasonally flooded
wetlands useful to residential and migratory bird species. It will assist in the
restoration of fish species such as salmon and Delta smelt.

As an individual who has been involved in conservation and wildlife issues in the
North Delta since 1969, I am pleased to see the progress of the last few years. I
hope that CALFED can continue to help in the protection and restoration of the
scarce wildlife habitat in California’s Great Central Valley.

Bruce Kennedy
President
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Table 1. Monitoring Data Collection Information

Hypothesis/Question to be Data
Evaluated Coll~etion and Data Evaluation CommantalDa~a

Parameters Priority

BiologicallEc ologic a[ Objectives

1. What flows are necessary to channel form Compare time series channel
drive channel migration or from aerial locations and dimensions and
any other desired change in pho~ographs, correlate changes with
channel form? or field hydrologic events. Sheer stress

surveys, bed analysis.
size

2. Can reservoir releases be USGS and Model and contrast historic
modified to increase desirable other operations with target hydrologic
high flows without creating hydrologic regime and calculate difference in

impacts?

3. What reservoir releases are Stage and Relate water surface elevati~n~

flows, backwater
models.
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